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Period for R^jJ^ — 

^t H °? TENED STATUT0RY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. " 

' S^&^q of 37 CFR 1136(a) - ,n no event ' however - ma y a re p'y be time, y filed 

after bix (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication 

" if So S£ lor 2& iS ! ?, SS th3n thirty (30) d3yS ' 3 reply Within 016 statutor y minimum of thirty PO) days wfll be considered timely 

- ir NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will aDDlv and will exoire SIX (G\ months Lm th* m o;i irt „ ■ 

Status 

1 )E3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 05 August 2003 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)K| This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 C D 11 453 O G 213 
Disposition of Claims 

4) ^3 Claim(s) f r 20 is/are pending in the application. 
4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) EI Claim(s) 1-14.19 and 20 is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 75-78 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
10)Q The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

1 1 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)DAII b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Staqe 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7 2(a)) 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

1 4) Q Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) U Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 
Attachment(s) 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 1-14 and 19-20 are allowed. Applicant's amendments and arguments 
with respect to these claims have been fully considered and are persuasive, thus the 
outstanding rejections have been withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 15-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Particularly as per claim 15, the antecedent basis for "the creating" [last two 
words of the claim] is confusing considering that there are two "creating" steps. 

The dependent claims are rejected for incorporating the error of the independent 
claim by dependency. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
States * In C ° ' m ° re than ° ne year Pn0r t0 the date 0f a PP |ication for P atent in the United 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b) by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
app icant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
J5l(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
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only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 15-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Jones 
et al. [U.S. Patent #5,629,860]. 

As per claim 15, Jones et al. disclose a method for creating a wire load model 
comprising: creating an interconnect configuration [column 1, lines 60-62]; generating 
parasitic information for the interconnect information, wherein the parasitic information 
comprises capacitance and resistance information [column 2, lines 23-32]; storing the 
parasitic information in an accessible format [column 5, lines 7-12]; and creating the 
wire load model dependent on the parasitic information [column 5, lines 49-65], wherein 
the creating comprises selecting an error bound [column 1, lines 35-41; column 2, lines 
15-22; column 9, lines 35-49]. As per claim 16, Jones et al. further disclose wherein 
generating parasitic information uses an empirical database [column 2, lines 23-32; 
column 5, lines 49-65], the examiner takes Official Notice that this feature anticipates 
the use of a field solver. As per claim 1 7, Jones et al. further disclose wherein creating 
the wire load model uses a non-linear curve-fitting engine [column 5, lines 52-65]. As 
per claim 18, Jones et al. further disclose wherein the parasitic information comprises at 
least once selected from the group consisting of an area capacitance, a coupling 
capacitance, and a fringe capacitance [column 2, lines 23-32]. 

Claims 15-16 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Yip et al. [U.S. Patent #5,694,344]. 

As per claim 15, Yip et al. disclose a method for creating a wire load model 
comprising: creating an interconnect configuration [column 3, lines 60-61]; generating 
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parasitic information for the interconnect configuration, wherein the parasitic information 
comprises capacitance and resistance information [column 4, lines 58-59]; storing the 
parasitic information in an accessible format [column 4, lines 21-27]; and creating the 
wire load model dependent on the parasitic information [column 3, lines 61-64], wherein 
the creating comprises selecting an error bound [column 3, lines 15-22]. As per claim 
16, Yip et al. further disclose wherein generating parasitic information uses a field solver 
[column 4, lines 58-63]. As per claim 1 8, Yip et al. further disclose wherein the parasitic 
information comprises at least once selected from the group consisting of an area 
capacitance, a coupling capacitance, and a fringe capacitance [column 2, lines 31-35]. 

Claims 15-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Ponnapalli et al. [U.S. Patent #6,175,947]. 

As per claim 15, Ponnapalli et al. disclose a method for creating a wire load 
model comprising: creating an interconnect configuration [column 5, lines 16-28]; 
generating parasitic information for the interconnect information, wherein the parasitic 
information comprises capacitance and resistance information [column 2, lines 30-34; 
column 7, lines 13-15]; storing the parasitic information in an accessible format [column 
6, lines 26-31 ; column 7, line 15]; and creating the wire load model dependent on the 
parasitic information [column 8, lines 19-28], wherein the creating comprises selecting 
an error bound [column 12, lines 4-6]. As per claim 16, Ponnapalli et al. further disclose 
wherein generating parasitic information uses a field solver [column 2, lines 30-34; 
column 7, lines 13-15]. As per claim 17, Ponnapalli et al. further disclose wherein 
creating the wire load model uses a non-linear curve-fitting engine [column 7, lines 61- 
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62; column 8, line 27]. As per claim 18, Ponnapalli et al. further disclose wherein the 
parasitic information comprises at least once selected from the group consisting of an 
area capacitance, a coupling capacitance, and a fringe capacitance [figures 8-9]. 

Claims 15-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Chou 
et al. [U.S. Patent #6,291,254 B1]. 

As per claim 15, Chou et al. disclose a method for creating a wire load model 
comprising: creating an interconnect configuration [column 8, lines 49-50]; generating 
parasitic information for the interconnect information, wherein the parasitic information 
comprises capacitance and resistance information [column 1, lines 34-39; column 8, 
lines 51-52]; storing the parasitic information in an accessible format [column 9, lines 
18-44]; and creating the wire load model dependent on the parasitic information [column 
9, lines 14-16; column 10, lines 33-37], wherein the creating comprises selecting an 
error bound [column 9, line 3; column 12, lines 46-47]. As per claim 16, Chou et al. 
further disclose wherein generating parasitic information uses a field solver [column 1 , 
lines 34-39; column 8, lines 51-52]. As per claim 17, Chou et al. further disclose 
wherein creating the wire load model uses a non-linear curve-fitting engine [column 9, 
lines 14-16]. As per claim 18, Chou et al. further disclose wherein the parasitic 
information comprises at least once selected from the group consisting of an area 
capacitance, a coupling capacitance, and a fringe capacitance [column 1, lines 28-39]. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments filed 05 August 2003 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show 
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certain features of applicant's invention as broadly recited in claims 15-18, it is noted 
that the specific features upon which applicant relies are not so recited. Although the 
claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are 
not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. 
Cir. 1993). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Leigh Marie Garbowski whose telephone number is 703- 
305-9753. The examiner can normally be reached on days. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Matthew Smith can be reached on 703-308-1323. The fax phone numbers 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-9318 
for regular communications and 703-872-9319 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308- 
1782. 

LEIGH M. GARBOWSKI 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



